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Commissioner for Patents 

The Office communication mailed 23 July 2009 has been vacated. 

In response to the Order returning the undocketed appeal to the Examiner mailed on 4 August 2009, the following clarification is 
made: 

The Status of Claims in the Appeal Brief of 17 March 2008 was incorrect. Specifically, Claims 21, 22, and 27 should have been 
indicated as finally rejected but not on appeal. 

The Grounds of Rejection to be Reviewed on Appeal in the Appeal Brief of 17 March 2008 was incorrect. Specifically, only Claims 
1, 2, 4, 6, 8-16, 18, 23-26, and 28-30 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over U.S. Patent 6,315,875 to 
Sasaki in view of U.S. Patent Application Publication 2004/0027730 to Lille. 

Claims 21 and 27 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Sasaki in view of Lille, and further in view of 
Konuma et al. Claim 22 stands rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Sasaki in view of Lille, and further in 
view of Applicant's Admitted Prior Art (AAPA). Applicant did not present any separate arguments against the rejections of Claims 
21, 22, and 27. Thus, it appears that Claims 21, 22, and 27 were finally rejected but not on appeal, and that the rejections of Claims 
21, 22, and 27 are not on review. 

Section (6) of the Examiner's Answer of 28 May 2008 correctly indicates the Grounds of Rejection to be Reviewed on Appeal and the 
Grounds of Rejection not Withdrawn but not on Review. 
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